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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1, 3-4, 6, 8, 12, and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Tsutsumi et al. (US 2003/0186724). 

A. Regarding claims 1, Tsutsumi et al. discloses a base station (media transmission 
apparatus) for a wireless local area network that comprises a controller that judges the 
priority of the received data by referring to a priority data table. Based on this judgment 
the data is classified as priority (high-necessity/first data) or non-priority (low- 
necessity/second data). The data is then stored in a respective priority and non-priority 
queue of a buffer (storage) (page 5, paragraphs 72-73). A transmission controller 
(transmission manager) determines the transmission time (transmission cycle) of the 
priority and non-priority data and then transmits the data buffered by the priority queue 
preceding (separately) to the transmission of the data buffered by the non-priority 
queue, wherein the priority data is transmitted at a constant (repeatedly) interval (page 
5, paragraph 77). 
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B. Regarding claims 3-4, Tsutsumi et al. discloses that the data buffered in the 
respective priority queues are transmitted according to a predetermined amount (data 
size) (page 6, paragraph 96). It is inherent that summary data would indicate a lower 
size and detailed data would indicate a larger data size. 

C. Regarding claim 6, Tsutsumi et al. discloses that the data comprises a header 
that further comprises a priority bit (identifier) in which the controller judges the priority 
(page 6, paragraph 88). 

D. Regarding claims 8 and 12, Tsutsumi et al. discloses a radiotelephone (media 
data reception apparatus) that comprises a controller (storage manager) that judges 
(associates) a priority of data by referring to a priority data table and transmits the 
priority data to the respective priority (first data) or non-priority (second data) queue 
(page 9, paragraph 135). An output controller and application processes the data 
stored in the queues (page 8, paragraphs 124-125). 

E. Regarding claim 15, the limitations are rejected as applied to claims 1 and 8. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 
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1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

5. Claims 2 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Tsutsumi et al. (US 2003/0186724) in view of Sharony et al. (US 6,925,094). 

A. Regarding claim 2, Tsutsumi et al. discloses the limitations set forth in claim 1 , 
but does not explicitly disclose that the transmission time is based on the size of an 
area to which the data is distributed. Sharony et al. discloses a system and method for 
wireless network channel management (title). In the scope of the invention, a wireless 
access point determines a priority level for each data packet and appends them to a 
data stream queue corresponding to the priority level and a destination (area) of each 
data packet. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the base station of Tsutsumi et al. to classify 
the data to be transmitted by destination of each packet, as taught by Sharony et al, in 
order to manage the bandwidth of the network to provide a high data rate for broadband 
applications without comprising error rates. 

B. Regarding claim 7, Tsutsumi et al. discloses that the data transmitted by the 
base station is continuous, such as voice and moving picture (page 6, paragraph 87). It 
is further obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that a map that is transmitted in a 
wireless network is an electronic image, and therefore the invention of Tsutsumi et al. 
can perform this function. 
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6. Claims 5 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tsutsumi et al. (US 2003/0186724) in view of Matsuyama et al. (US 6,990,583). 

Tsutsumi et al. discloses the limitations set forth in claim 1 , but does not explicitly 
disclose that the data is assigned an electronic signature and public key certificate. 
Matsuyama et al discloses a public key encryption data communication system in which 
public key certificates include an electronic signature field (column 4, lines 9-12). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the base station of Tsutsume et al., to include electronic 
signatures and public key certificates, as taught by Matsuyama et al., in order to verify a 
user and issuance of data. This modification also provides a security system in data 
transfer. 

7. Claims 9-10 and 13-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tsutsumi et al. (US 2003/0186724) in view of Kokubo (US 
2003/0119562). 

A. Regarding claims 9 and 1 3, Tsutsumi et al. discloses the limitations set forth in 
claims 8 and 12, but does not explicitly disclose that operation is halted for receiving the 
data from the base station. Kokubo discloses task display switching method for a 
portable apparatus (title). In the scope of the invention, when a call is received, the 
software is switched (halted) from the current operating software to the telephone 
software in order to process the call (page 7, paragraph 116). Although Kokubo states 
the switching operation is performed when a call is received, one of ordinary skill in the 
art would recognize that a reception of data would be equivalent since in both cases, a 
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signal is received by the telephone. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the radiotelephone 
of Tsutsumi et al., to include the ability to switch the current operating software to the 
data receiving software, as taught by Kokubu, in order to allow a user to resume the 
application that was in operation before data reception. 

B. Regarding claims 10 and 14, Kokubu et al. discloses a busy icon that notifies the 
user that he is in the middle of a call, or "receiving data" (page 7, paragraph 116). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nam Huynh whose telephone number is 571-272-5970. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8 a.m.-5 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, George Eng can be reached on 571-272-7495. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



NTH 

9/20/06 



' GEORGE ENG \ • 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAM INC" 




